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Government " officlals nclmowledged
that estimating Soviet military spend- .
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‘plets information, subjective assump-
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Government officials now say that
‘C.LA. analysts were surprised late last
year when their count of Soviet arms
turned out to be less than might have
been with growth rate of 3 to 4
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" Recount Reported Under Way
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* count of Soviet weapons. A new
.count is said tobe under way.. .
officials

‘said the Soviet Union in 1981 spent $45
billion for research and development,
‘which they said was double the amount
spent 10 years before. The official
Swiet budget figure for “science,”

te from ‘“‘defense,” has in fact
danbled over the past decade, reaching
some 22 billion rubles (331 billiom) in
.1981, but it is a lower figure than the
Amerlm estimate for mmnxy-on-

ented research and development.

- The Pentagon officials said they were| -
:jess confident about this estimate be-

.cause there is less to0 see and count. For
their estimates, analysts examine
‘Soviet pubucadona watch expansion of
design bureaus, and monitor tests, -
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" Specifically, the Soviet Uniom has

. tested an intercontinental missile simi-
‘ larto the MX, as well as a small, mobile
’ intercontinental missile, and is working
on another long-range missile and a

new submarme-lgmchzd ballistic mis-

. sile, they said.
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